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232 KINCAID 

(Riecker's values were obtained under poor conditions; some of the 
Cornell results are based upon too few series to be finally indicative.) 

(4) Such an analytical composition of the total psychometric func- 
tion can not be determined by inspection. 

(5) While we do not wish to generalize beyond our few cases, we 
conclude that mathematical analysis does, in our cases, indicate the 
operation of two antagonistic factors, and that such a solution suggests 
a dispositional or impressional account of the paradoxical error. 

(6) In view of this conclusion we suggest that the # (7) -hypothesis 
should not be applied to the problem of the two-point limen except 
in the light of a preliminary analysis. 12 

12 A strong tendency toward the paradoxical error is easily demon- 
strable by the application of a single point. B, working with know- 
ledge, reported 'two' (and 'three' and 'four'!) impressions for the 
single point. We were not able to discover any qualitative difference 
between these multiple perceptions and those obtained with wide 
separations. 



ERRATUM 

In the first part of the Checking Table facing p. 120 above, for 
p = .44, X — O, the value .8866 should be .8860. This correction has 
been made in the offprinted copies of the Table. 



